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'Wherein it is awd; that many Aſertions therein are 
kalte; that ſuch Indictment is unprecedented ;—and that « 
Candle-houle, except in ſome uncommon Situation, is "Rot; | 
and ought not, to be deemed a Nuance, 
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ANSWER, Ge. 


R 2 fon havins received a x notice from an \ attor- 
| ney, on the 15th of July, 1790, with the 
name of Joſeph Rann, and ten other reſpectable 
names upon it, informing him, «« That unleſs he 
« deſiſts. from making candles in his preſent. work - 
« houſe, and removes all the apparatus, they would 
< indi him for a nuiſance at the next afſizes.”” 
Having conſidered the matter, and.yrocured. infor- 
mation from many places, I find that very many 
tallow-chandlers might be indicted for a nuiſance, | 
with much more reaſon than my ſon ; as I doubt not 


will appear, to the ſatisfaction of every unprejudiced 


perſon, by the following extracts from letters, &c. 

In a letter, dated July 20, 1790, Mr. John Hudſon, 
of London, informs me, that he applied to a friend, a 
man of bufineſs and experience, having a good under- 
ſtanding in many critical points in law, Who inform- 
ed him, that if the complaining perſon was in the 
houſe in which he now lives, before my ſon began his 
buſineſs, he hath a right to complain, he may indict 
him: But in cafe my ſon had begun His buſineſs firſt, 
the cafe alters thus ;— he may remove, but cannot 
remove him: He comes to tfie nuifance, if it he one, 
aud may dit it if he pleafes. He further ſaith, that 
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he renders his own fat at all. times of the day, as welk 


as night, and that cloſe to two neighhours on each 


fide, without ever being moleſted. But he tells Mr. 
Hudſon, that ſeveral people have been indicted, but 
he never heard of one- being proved a nuifance. Peo=- | 
ple of the faculty proving, that it is no way prejudi- 
cial to health, therefore no nuiſance. Mr. Hudſon: _ 


further adds, that all the candle-makers he knows 


of round his neighbourhood, do their buſineſs cloſe- 
to their neighbours, fave ks the ſpace of a. wall be- 
tween “. | 
Mr. George Richardſon, of babe, in us, by 
a letter, dated July 17, 1790, That he recolle&s up- 
wards of twenty tallow-melters in various parts of 
that town, and in the principal ſtreets. adjoining to: | 
their own, and other houſes, who work at all hours. 


without reſerve, and never were diſturbed. That there 


were never more than five or ſix. chandlers in Derby at 


one time; but that he can remember more than 20 


different A by deaths and removals; ſo tbat 
it was not their occupying a place a number of years, 
that prevented their removal. Mr. Richardſon fur- 
ther ſaith, = And if a few ill-natured people join to- 


Dh gether, they may put a man to expence, but . N 


* ſhould imagine that no judge or jury would give a- 0 
gainſt you,” a 

Meſſrs. Harwood and King inform us, by letter, 
dated July 21, 1790, That there hath never been a- 
ny attempt made to prove a candle-houſe a nuiſance 
ſiunce they have been at Birmingham. That they 

| have 
The ſhorteſt diſtance between Mr, Rann's dwelling-houſe, | 
ow my ſon's candle 5 ib 18 yards, 


| Have heard of ſome perſons i in other places makings 
trial to prove it a nuiſance, but they did not ſucceed. 


Mr. Thomas Wood, chandler, in Towcefter, inform-- 


ed me, on the 18th of July, 1790, That there is a dwel-- 
' ling-houſe next door to a [I fuppoſe he means his own] 
candle-houſe, and. another in the heart of the town, 
amongſt as good a ſort of people as any of my ſon's 

neighbours, and they do not think it a nuiſance. 


Mr. Edward Webb, of Leiceſter, informed me, on- 


the gth day of Auguſt, 1790, That his candle-houſe- 
is ſituated in the middle of the town; with. two re- 

ſpectable houſes | Joining it; and. that there are four 

bother candle-houſes in the ſame ſituation : and he is. 


certain, had there been a law, they would have been 
removed long ſince. 


I buſineſs, without prejudice. or ill-nature:” 


Mr. Hands, of Market-Harborough, in a letter, 


1 dated July 21, 1790, writes thus: As far as I am 
able to judge, your fituation and: buſineſs is very 
* lawful, both in making candles, and melting rough. 
fat. 


We ought to give as little offence as poſſible; = 
* yet every one ought to have equal liberty. in l 


He: 


f further writes, There is two candle-houſes in the: 
heart of the town, ſurrounded by genteel neighbours. 
Eis candle-houſe is at a diſtance; though in a genteeÞ 
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neighbourhood. They all work by day, none of them 


„by night; yet none of them have ever been indicted. 


Mr. William Nutt, of Hinkley, informs me, in a: 


e | letter, dated the 21ſt of July, 1790, That he hath. 
been. upwards of zo years in trade: That his candle- 


houſe is juſt twenty yards from the ſtreet: That he 
neuer begins to work until four or five o'clock in the 
morning, 


BE 

morning, ſo the worſt part of the ſmell muſt be in, 
the middle of the day: Yet he never heard any com- 
plaint of it bring a nuiſance. That there are two 


more chandlers in town, and both their workſhops 


are nearer the ſtreet than his, and yet ke never 1815 ; 


of any complaint. 

Mr., John. Morris, of e eee in a Tetter dated | 
July 21, 1790, informs me, That Mr. John Everitt | 
told him, that he always. rendered his tallow in the 
day- time: That he was ſurrounded with dwelling- 
houſes: That one of them joined the candle-houſe: 
That he had nat heard any complaint. Mr. Joſeph 


Mouſley alſo informed him, That he always render- 
ed in the day-time. Mr. Morris faith, That he mea- 


ſured the diſtance betwixt Mr. Mouſley's. candle- 
houſe, and the Rev. Mr. Wright's dwelling- houſe, 
and found it exactly eleven yards; and that widow- 


Laking's houſe is nearer ſtill. He furtlier obſerves, | 
That both Mr. Everitt's and Mr: Mouſtey's candle- 

houſes are in the moſt populous part of the town, 1 
will furthes add, That [I believe both their candle- | 


houſes have. ſtoad where they do now for time imme- 


morial; and that people of faſhion and fortune have 
inhabited the houſe where the Rey, Mr. Wright now 
| dwells, longer than any one can remember; and we 
never heard of Either candle- houſe being deemed : 4 


nuiſance. 
Mr. Footman, of Lutterworth,. in a letter dated 
the 22d of July, 1790, informs me, That his candle- 
Houſe adjoins one dweſling-houſe, and' is ſurrounded 


by others, in the centre of the parith, and hath been. 
& tor thirty Tears. They generally begin to v malt ar 
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five o'clock in the morning, or any time when they 
' chooſe. The other two chandlers do the ſame, a 


: always have done ſo. 


On the .2oth-of July, 1790, 1riewed Mr. Piercy” 8 
candle- houſe, at Dunchurch: He ſaid it had been 


ted uſed for rendering tallow 20 years, without moleſta- 
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dlle- houſe, at Branſton. 


d ENS 


— day- time: 
fe yards. of it: | 
calling it a nuiſance, that he ſaid the ſmell was agree- 
able. 


[1 


1 


& uſed for making candles 30 years: 


+ | tion; and that they rendered in the day-time, A 


dwelling-houſe is within 11 yards'of it. | 

The fame. day I viewed Mr. Joſeph Wootten's can- 
He ſaid it had been uſed for 
making candles 25 years: That he rendered in the 
That there was a dwelling-houſe within 
That this neighbour was ſo far from 


Witneſs JOSEPH WOOTTON.. 
July 21, 1790, I viewed Mr. Samuel Montgome- 


* - ry's candle-houſe, ih Daventry. They ſaid it had 
been uſed as ſuch 50 years: 
| the day-time. 
[ Tries! to be diſtant 10 yards. 
| ; auiſance. 5 


That they rendered in 
The neareſt dwelling-houſe we com- 


No complaint of a 
Witneſs THOMAS COWLEY. 


The ſame day I viewed Mr. Judkins's candle- houſe 
at Daventry. They informed me, That it had been 
That they com- 
monly began to render at one or two o'clock i in the 
morning: That the neareſt dwelling-houſe was a- 
bout ſix yards off; and that there was no ene, 


f nor any complaint of a nuiſance. 


. 
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Witneſs THOMAS ADAMS. 


Fuly 22, 1790, I viewed Mr. D. Johnſon? S work 
, (which is a vow wager his trade. ſhop) which 
att opens 


ry - 
opens into the  market-place, in Northampton. It 
adjoins to a genteel houſe (as they generally are 


round the market- place). The greateſt opening or 


door of the cellar, in which Mr. Joknſon renders his 
fat, (except the ſtair - door they go in at) opens into 


the market place; conſequently moſt of the ſmell _ 


and fumes muſt come into the market-place. Mr. 
Johnſon told me that he rendered in the day- time; 
and that the cellar hath been uſed 38 years for the 
above purpoſe. Witneſs D. JOHNSON. 


There are four other tallow candle-houſes near the 


Drapery, (the grandeſt row of houſes, I think, in 
Northampton). I am informed, that they all work 
buy day; and no chandler in Northampton hath ever 
been moleſted or diſturbed, that I can hear of. 

I went into the Exciſe, in May, 1743, and relin- 
quiſhed the ſame, in May, 1782. I ſurveyed one tal- 
| low-chandler, or more, for 38 years, and went thro* 

a vaſt extent of country in that time; yet I never 
Heard of any perſon attempting to diſturb a tallow- 


Chandler, before Mr. Rann, and his-veſtry-men.— 


Here I will ſtop. I think I have ſufficiently proved 
that many other chandlers may be indicted, with as 


much or more reaſon than my ſon, If any perſon be 
doubtful, he probably may ſatisfy himſelf in the city 5 


of Coventry, or almoſt in any city or large te town in 
the kingdom. 

1 humbly requeſt the humane and candid part of 
-mankind:; his proſecutors, and the witneſſes intend- 


ed to ſupport ſuch. proſecutien ; the gentlemen of the 


law, and eſpecially the grand and petty jurymen, who 


I apprehend are the proper judges what a nuiſance | 


45, to weigh the followin · conſiderations, 


— — 


Us) 
- Certainly it is an inchmbent duty on every one to 
endeavour to avoid giving any juſt cauſe of offence to 
any perſon; but as it is almoſt impoſſible for auy one 
to live in a large populous city, without doing and 
receiving ſomething diſagreeable, it is both prudent 
and an incumbent duty, and what the happineſs of 
ſociety requires, that we ſhould overlook ſmall inju- 
ries, eſpecially from a perſon who endeavours to a- 
void giving offence to any one, as much as he can. 


without extremely i injuring (perhaps ruining) himſelf 


and family, Which is certainly the caſe of my ſon, 
His workhouſe being an upper room, three yards a- 
bove the ground- floor, with 'a large opening in the 
roof over the coppers to let out the ſteam : And he 
hath not, for a long time paſt, began to render tallow 
before nine o'clock at night, and generally preſſed a- 
bout three o'clock the next morning; ſo that no diſ- 
agreeable ſmell can ariſe, until the time that ſober 


_ prudent people generally ſhut their doors and win 


dows, to keep out whatever is hurtful or diſagteeable. 
And as long experience teaches that the fumes ariſing 


from melted tallow are not injurious to health; and 


as chandlers are permitted to carry on their trade i in 


"0 metropolis, and 1 believe in every city and large 


town in this kingdom; it appears to me extremely 
hard that he ſhould be ſingled out, and, together 


with his wife, and three ſmall children, devoted to 


ruin, to gratify over delicate people he having been 
at much coſt in making conveniences for the candle- 
buſineſs, and it will be another great expence to re- 


move them. and to fix them elſewhere ; and alſo a 
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conſiderable charge to make the rooms fit for ſome 
other uſe. 

Beſides, It will be cRabliſhing a dengerma prece- 


dent. Probably there are proud and over - delicate, 


and perhaps malicious and miſchievous, people, liv- 
ing near every candle-houſe i in every city and large 
town in the kingdom. : Mercenary lawyers, will. en- 


courage complaints; and if Judges and juries like- 
wiſe give way to ſuch proſecutions, candle· houſes a 


muſt be removed out of cities and large towns, and 


new ones mult be erected at a diftance ; the expence 


of which, together with the charge of carrying out 


the rough tallow, and bringing back the rendered, 


tallow and candles, many cha lers who live comfort-. 
«bly now, will not be able to bear, but muſt relinquiſh 
the only trade they are able to get ſubſiſtence by, for 
themſelves and families ; who mult confequently be. 
reduced to beggary and want. Thoſe chandlers who 
can bear the expence, will certainly endeavour to get 


it again, by advancing the price of candles, which 


will be, in efe&, laying a tax upon the public. 
efides, as officers of exciſe are obliged to ſurvey 
chandlers twice a day, when filent, and many times a 
day, when at work, it will not enly open a door to 
more frauds, but there muſt be more officers. So 
that, if the removing of candle-houſes become gene- 
ral, (and why ſhould not other delicate people be o- 
blized, as well as Mr. Rann ?) it will be a conſider- 
able diminution to-.the revenue. 
Part of the preceding lines I wrote Taft. Jul, and 
intended to have publiſhed as far as the laſt period, 


Dad Mr, Rann, at that time, preferred his bill of in- 
| dictment 


— — 


1 
dic ment againſt my ſon; but as he did not, I Jet all 


drop, hoping that he would have done the like. 


But as he hath; now done it; I thought it my duty te 
write what follows; and have introduced it with 
ſomething of a different nature, to ſhew that it hath 
long been my judgment, that much too little regard 


hath been and now is kad to ſolemn onths. I will 


further add, That I ſhewed my ſon the firſt ſneet 


I wrote; which he feemed diſpleaſed with. I ſtopped 


a day or two; but, upon revolving the affair in my 
mind, I thought it my duty to defend truth and juſ- 
tice, and oppoſe cruelty, injuſtice and falſehood, let 
whatever will be the conſequence. 

In the year 1775, I wrote a few ſheets to prevent 
the ruin J apprehended the madneſs of the miniſtry, 
and-yites of the people, would probably bring upon 
the nation; in which 1 mentioned oaths heing im- 
poſed-by law; obſerving, that they ſhould be either 
wholly aboliſhed, or very much reſtricted; for cer- 
tainly it is very manifeſt that they are yow much! too 
cheap. 

One would i imagine, by the great aifficutty, if c not 


impoſſibility, of keeping, and truly obſerving, many 


oaths, required by law to be taken, by people ſerving 
offices, and exerciſing trades, (ſome of whom it being 


_ almoſt morally impoſſible to keep, and others it would 
be immoral ſtrictly to obſerve) that they were contri- 
ved to fhew the latitude of their conſciences who took 
them; and to-ſhackle and prevent them from acting 


as reaſon and juſtice ſnould require; rather than to 


de a bond to integrity, or the touch-ftone of truth. 
Wikich: criminal injunction, in obliging perſons to 
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promife on oath, what they cannot or ought not to 
perform, is the principal reaſon that oaths are ſo lit- 
tle regarded in judicial proceedings; ; witneſſes fre- 
quently fwearing not what is firitly true, but what 
they believe, or are taught, will gain their cauſe, or 
accompliſh their deſigns. Certain it is, that oaths 
ought not to be deſtructive to truth and juſtice, or 
ſnares. to any other virtue: but that they are ſo; as 
things are now eſtabliſhed by law, is too. manifeſt 
Witnefs the Exciſe, Cuſtom-houſe, and a 


wardens' oaths, and many more. 


I fee no inconveniency that would ariſe, if oaths 


were Wholly aboliſhed ; and a law made, that every 


perſon ſhould be difgraced, fined, imprifoned, or pu- 
niſhed with death, or otherwiſe, that ſhould wilfully 
break a ſolemn promiſe, or knowingly aſſert that for 
truth, which was not ſo; However, if it be judged 
neceſſary to continue the uſe of oaths, they ought to 
be ſo contrived, that an honeſt perſon may griQaly 
obſerve them, without either any great — er er 

a crime. 


Since the time before referred to, I have been con- 


fir med in my opinion, by the following circumſtances. 


In the year 1781, John Wilſon, faperviſor, charg- 
ed Robert Bentley 34. per galion, for beer that he 


ſold at-14. per quart, and ordered me to do the ſame. 


John Bunning, collector, told me that I muſt obey 


my ſuperviſor's order, and if it was wrong, he muſt 


anſwer for it. 1 made no doubt but that Wilſon's 


order would indemnify me from damage, in any court 


of judicature in Great Britain; but was doubtful 
« bether 1 it would ſcreen me at ee future tribunals 
| 0 fo: 
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fol refuſed,” The caſe was laid before the collector, 
the commiſſioners, and the magiſtrates of Coventry: 


They all judged Wilſon's a legal charge. I ſtill re- 


fuſed to charge that which I believed to be ſmall beer 
with the ale duty, becauſe I judged the charge to be 


illegal and unjuſt, and contrary to my oath of office. 
The conſequence was, Wilſon | acquainted the com- 
miſſioners that I was. diſobediext and refractory. I was 


called upon to make my defence; which I did, ſo 


much to ſatisfaction, that Wilſon charged the fame 
kind of beer only 1-halfpenny per gallon, which he 
had before charged three-pence; yet Wilſon was 


continued in his diſtrict, and I was ordered to remove 


to Birmingham. 

Some years ago, 1 upon * grand} jury, and 
obſerving that bills of inditment were not drawn up 
in the words of truth, although by our oath we are to 
«« preſent the truth, the whole truth, and nothing 
but the truth;“ L acquainted a gentleman of the 


law, that we was brought inte this ditemma, either 


to acquit the guilty, or pronounce that a true bill, 


ich is only fo in part; and requeſted that either 


bills of indiament might be drawn in words of truth, 
or elſe that I might be diſmiſſed from ſerving on the 
jury. But my requeſt hath not been complied with 
for on the 19th day of March, 1791, Joſeph Rann, 
vicar, and Benjamin Hawkes, late butcher, preſented 


a bill of indictment againſt John Coates, junior, ſet- 


ting forth, ©< That he had unlawfully, and by force 


of arms, erected five furnaces, and five boilers, for 
* the melting of fat, and making of candles, near, 
+ co among to ſeveral ſtreets ; and. that Noxious, 


«6 un 


{.*4 7 
% unwheleſome ſmoke, fumes, and finells, did, and 
«« doth ariſe, from his melting fat. That Rann and 
Hawkes did ſwear that all the above was true, l can- 
not tell; I hope not: but this I know, that te grand 
Jury did preſent apun theer oath, that the bill was à true 
ill. In contradiftion to which I affert, That there 
is (L believe} neither common nor ſtatute law againſt 
erecting a candle-hanſe, in any city or town in this 
Kingdom. — That there was no oppoſition made, nor 


force of ame aiet ,wlicy Cones amebet bs faracccs 


and boilers.— That he erected but two furnaces, and 
two boilers. —That there is not one ftreet near his 
work-houſe. That the ſmell, and fumes, ariſing from 
the melting of tallow, are fo far from being; noxtous 
and unwholeſome,': that they are ſalubrious and 
wholeſome. I requeſt every one concerned, to con- 
ſider whether they have done right in ſwearing and 
preſenting upon oath, for, rrurb, the above apparent 
falſhoods ; which, if declared true by another jury, 
will probably prove the ruin of a man and woman, 
(who | believe never injured them): and. three mall, 
innocent children. 
This year, the adſeſſors for the ka! ng ſea- 
venger's rate have aſſeſſed me upon oath, according 
to the beſt of their {kill and judgment, at fix pounds 
a year, for the houſe in which 1 dwell, which l always 
valued at three pounds a year; and William Watts, 
builder, after an exact inſpeQion of the premiſes, de- 
elared upon oath, that four pounds a year was the 
very. outſide of the value. 1 do not know that any 
af the affeffors ever came near to take a view of the 
houſe, | | ER: 0 Gian 
- March 23, 1791. . COATES, „ 
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The following words, nearly, were ſent to Mr. Joſeph 
Rann, vicar of Trinity ! to which 1 have re- 
ceived no anſwer. _ 8 7 


r 


Rev. SIR, 


r_Apprehend the bill you etc on the roche of 

March, 1791, againſt John Coates, junior, you' 
did not believe to be. a true hill, although it hath 
words to this purport : We, the jurors of our lord 
the king, do prefent upon oath, That John Coates, 
«« junior, did unlawfully, and with force of arms, e- 


rect five furnaces and five boilers, for the melting 


«c of fat, near ſeveral ſtreets in the city of Coventry; 
« and that noxious and unwholeſome ſmoke, fumes, 


and fmells, did ariſe from his melting fat and ma- 


king candles.“ beg you will inform me wh 


law it is, and where it may be found, that forbids a- 
ny perſon erecting a candle-houſe in any city or town 


in Great Britain. Againſt whom did he uſe any force 


or arms, when he erected his furnaces and bozlers ? 
and what freets his candle-houſe is near, or adjoining 
to? and whether you will make oath, that the ſmoke, 
fumes and ſmells, ariſing from the melting of fat, are 
noxious and unwholeſome ? If you cannot anſwer 
theſe queſtions in the affirmative, or to fatisfaction, I 
think you did very wrong, (eſpecially as you profeſs 
yourſelf to be a miniſter of Jefus, who forhids his 
followers to ſwear at all) to preſent to the grand jury 
an indictment pregnant with many glaring falſehoods, 
with an intention for them to preſent it as a true 


bill, although it is 1 you knew that every ju- 


man 
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ryman does ſwear he will be neither awed, nor bribed, 
put will preſent the truth, tha hole truth, and n no- 
thing but the ub. 9 $i 


If the gentlemen who elne your bill 2 true 


bill, have been guilty of a ſin in ſo doing, have you 
not been inſtrumental and acceſſary to their crime? 

If ydu think not, bit that it Is no crime in certaitſ 
caſes to ſwear that tobe true, which is in part fiction, 
and abſolutely falſe ; I' beg you will give me your 
reaſons ; for although I think my conſcience has a 
wide latitude, yet L. eannot make ſuch oaths fit eaſy.” 


—Your anſwer as foog as. In will much 
wg n wry Mar"! - TN 


e bann COATES, Seer. gh 
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